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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSIONDOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

June 23. 1993

IN REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

Honorable Dan Rostenkowski
House of Representatives
2111 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington. D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Rostenkowski:
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This is in reply to your letter of June 93. in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents re rding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to mmission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RiC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are. of course. sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore. take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

Sincerely.

5l~J-~v ~.....
;tP50seph A. Levin

Chief. Policy & Planning Branch
Private Radio Bureau
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June 9, 1993

Mr. Ralph Haller
Chief, Private Radio Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Haller:
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I am writing on behalf of my constituents
regarding the Federal Communications Commission docket
PR 92-235.

Enclosed are copies of letters which I have
received from residents of the 5th Congressional
District and I would appreciate it if you would review
their comments and provide my office with an
appropriate response.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

With best wishes, I remain

Sincerely,

~nkaw i
Member of Congress

DR:mal
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February 16, 199J

The Honorable Dan Rostankowski
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington. D.C .• 20515

Dear Mr. Rostankowski:

Please be advised that I am very concerned about proposed rules
that are currently under consideration by the Federal Communica
tions Comission (FCC). namely PR Docket 92-235.

I am a radio control model airplane sports flyer and feel that
a frequency restructuring developed by the FCC Land Mobile Service
would cause frequency interference problems in the areas set
aside for radio-controlled airplane flying. When we fly our
model planes under radio control. we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of .the operat~rs, bystanders. and the protec
tion of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies.
If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed
by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and
the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Frequency control is a must when it comes to flying model planes.
An uncontrolled model can become a dangerous projectile causing
possible physical and/or property damage. We try every way
possible to fly safe, and we carry insurance which is costly to
cover us in case of an accident. Would the FCC insure us if
this frequency restructuring came to pass?

Radio control model flying is an expensive hobby. Two years ago
three pieces of my radio equipment were mad~ obsolete due to FCC
frequency regulations. I have since purchased two new radios
to conform to the new regulations. and in just two years I am
again being confronted with the possibility of owning question~

ably unsafe equipment. Please, don't let this happen again.
PLEASE LEAVE THE FREQUENCIES AS THEY ARE NOW ALLOIATED.

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter.

Yours truly,

~~
2945 Beulah Avenue
River Grove. II. 60171
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The Honorable
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, OC 20515

February , 1993

Dear Representative

I, . ;J7lcl£ r&f?L..ES, am writing this letter
oppooing your NPRM-PR et 92-235.

I am an active COlJl)etitor in local, national, and international
events and I derive many hours at pleasure fran building and
operating radio controlled models. I am also an active trenber
at our local club. I hue invested several hundred oollars in
radio control equipoent that would be unusable it this frequency
assigmrent is adopted.

I believe that this prq>osal is disruptive and wmecessary to
the free flow of information and CCIlIOOrce within the United
States.

YourS very truly,

~~



February 11,1993

The Honorable Dan Rostenkowski
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Sir:

(
I a retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing
and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usabi~ity of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for priv3te land mobile dispatch operation. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, any land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available
for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

Thank you for your review and consideration.

Sincerely,

tJ~~'~rr
Walter J. Dziagwa
5145 West Henderson Street
Chicago, Illinois 60641



02/13/93

The Honorable Dan Rostenkowski
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Rostenkowski;

I am a Manager of Computer Engineering Training with a major interest in, and enjoyment of,
the hobby of radio control models. I understand the Federal Communications Commission is
proposing rule changes which will significantly affect our hobby. The proposed rule changes
are known by NPRM 92-235. They will realign the frequency allocations in one of our primary
radio frequency bands used for the control of model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I understand that of the 50 frequencies presently used for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be unaffected by these rules.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders through careful control and u~e of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to change the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. We as a nationwide body of moretlla!1/
200,000 people have a considerable investment in our aircraft models and radio equipmeO~l}Z'
The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself a~d .~ ~'S:'to
direct young people in career paths in the aviation fields. ).j;~'
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The radio frequency spectrum is considered pUblic.property. I feel it is only propel'that,l';:
should be used to the benefitof,as ~~~ly~Plf(aspOssibte.Pleas'e help.,;,s contin~e ~'" 1"
safe enjoyment of this activity by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed rule changes
for the 72-76 MHz band as described by NPRM 92-235.

~ "',' .

Regards,

~/.G~.

Richard P. Gaynor
4041 N.Pulaski Rd.
Chicago, IL 60641
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